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DETAILED ACTION 

The following is a final action on the merits. Claims 1-46 have been cancelled 
and claims 47-50 are new. 

Oath/Declaration 

The Oath was correctly submitted for the parent application and no new subject 
matter was introduced in the present application, therefore, a new Oath is not required. 
The copy of the previously submitted Oath was received and entered. 

Response to Amendment 

The cancellation of all previous claims overcomes the previously made U.S.C. 
101 and 112 rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 47-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
US 6,381,577 to Brown in view of US 2003/0023461 to Quintanilla et al, hereinafter, 
Quintanilla and in view of Sickle. 

As per claim 47, Brown teaches a method of transmitting information about a 
bleeding disorder to a healthcare provide for use with one or more patients 
having bleeding disorders, the method comprising the steps of: 
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-providing the patient with a handheld device having a monitor with a 
processor (see: column 2, lines 44-53 and column 3, lines 49-65); 

-displaying on the monitor a question (see: column 3, lines 49-65) indicative 
of whether the patient has taken a hemostatic medication prior to a bleeding episode; 

-receiving an answer from the patient (see: column 3, lines 49-65) as to 
whether a medication was administered before the bleeding episode began; 

-displaying on the monitor a question (see: column 3, lines 49-65) indicative 
of the time from the initial occurrence of the bleeding episode to the time of an infusion 
of an hemostasis product; 

-receiving an answer from the patient (see: column 3, lines 49-65) as to the 
time of the bleeding episode to the infusion; 

-transmitting from the hand held device to a centralized database at a 
location accessible to a healthcare provider information (see: column 4, lines 1-2) 
relating to location of the bleeding episode, time from onset of the bleeding episode to 
infusion, response to the infusion. 

Brown fails to specifically teach: 

-displaying on the screen one or more pictures of the human body; 

-instructing the patient to indicate where bleeding is occurring by touching 
the picture in a location representative of the actual bleed; 

-receiving from the patient information as to the patients response to the 
infusion. 
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Quintanilla teaches displaying a picture of a human body (see: Figure 5), 
allowing a patient to indicate where they are bleeding by indicating a location on that 
picture (see: paragraph 34), and receiving information about the effects of a treatment 
(see: paragraph 26). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
include in the querying of patient information using a handheld device of Brown, the 
information regarding bleeding location and patient response as taught by Quintanilla 
because the claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the 
combination, each element merely would have performed the same function as it did 
separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of 
the combination were predictable. 

Brown also fails to specifically teach a handheld device with a touch screen. 
Sickle teaches using a Palm Pilot with a touch screen to gather patient medical 
information. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in 
the querying of patient information using a handheld device of Brown, the touch screen 
as taught by Sickle because the claimed invention is merely a combination of old 
elements, and in the combination, each element merely would have performed the 
same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

The Examiner notes that the method is not affected by the type of information 
that is displayed and received. Therefore, no patentable weight is given to the type of 
information because it is nonfunctional and a new and unobvious functional relationship 
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between the nonfunctional material (queried information) and the substrate (the claimed 
method) is absent (see: MPEP 2601.01). 

As per claim 48, Brown fails to teach the claimed method further comprising 
registering information about infusions of hemostasis agents from one of the 
patients having a bleeding disorder, wherein the information is entered via the 
handheld device and wherein the information entered comprises one or more of 
the following: reasons for an infusion of a hemostasis product, number of 
infusions given in a predetermined time period, or number of bleeding episodes 
since last infusion of a hemostasis product. Quintanilla teaches patients entering 
data in an infusion log (see: paragraph 28, Figure 9) and using this information to graph 
infusions for a given patient over a period of time (see: paragraph 43). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the querying of patient 
information using a handheld device of Brown, the infusion log as taught by Quintanilla 
for the same reasons set forth for claim 47. 

As per claim 49, Brown fails to teach the claimed method where the patient is 
instructed to operate the device contemporaneously with a bleeding episode. 
Sickle teaches use of a handheld device to record patient information during a pain 
episode of a sickle cell anemia patient (see: abstract). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the querying of patient information using a 
handheld device of Brown, the use of such a device during an episode of a disease as 
taught by Sickle for the same reasons set forth for claim 47. 
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3. Claim 50 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
2003/0023461 to Quintanilla in view of Sickle. 

As per claim 50, Quintanilla teaches a system for collecting data relating to 
treating a patient having a bleeding disorder, the system comprising 

-a handheld device having a display that displays one or more figures of 
the human body (see: paragraphs 25 and 34), 

-an input mode for allowing a patient to enter location of a bleed by 
touching a corresponding part on the figure of the human body, the input mode 
allowing for entry of data relating to time from bleed to start of infusion of a self- 
administered hemostasis product and the input mode allowing for input of data 
relating to the success of the infusion in affecting the bleed (see: paragraph 34), 

-the system being configured to transmit data collected by the handheld 
device from the patient to a centralized processor, the centralized processor 
configured to compile data from multiple handheld devices (see: paragraph 32). 

Quintanilla fails to teach a touch screen display. Sickle teaches using a Palm 
Pilot with a touch screen to gather patient medical information. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the handheld device of Quintanilla, 
the touch screen as taught by Sickle because the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination, each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 
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The Examiner notes that the system is not affected by the type of information that 
is displayed and received. Therefore, no patentable weight is given to the type of 
information because it is nonfunctional and a new and unobvious functional relationship 
between the nonfunctional material (queried information) and the substrate (the claimed 
system) is absent (see: MPEP 2601.01). 

Response to Arguments 

4. There were no argument to address. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANITA MOLINA whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3614. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8am to 
5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, C. Luke Gilligan can be reached on 571-272-6770. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ik. U.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3626 
1/08/2009 



/Robert Morgan/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3626 



